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THE FOURTH AND FINAL REPORT OF
THE YELLOW FEVER COMMISSION

(WEST AFRICA).1

THE Yellow Fever Commission, appointed by the Secretary
of State for the Colonies in January, 1913, to study the
nature and relative frequency of the fevers occurring in West
Africa, including yellow fever, have already issued three
reports. The first and second of these we reviewed in
THE LANCET of Jan. 23rd, 1915, and the third on May 6th,
1916. In addition, the Commission has published three

supplementary volumes containing reports of the investigators
appointed by them and of the other experts who participated
in the work. The first report set out the scope of reference
of the Commission and the steps which had been taken to
give effect to these instructions. In their second report they
dealt chiefly with the history of yellow fever in relation to
the West African Colonies, and the third report was almost
entirely devoted to questions connected with the claim of

Dr. Harald Seidelin that he had discovered the virus of yellow
fever in the form of bodies to which he had given the name
of Paraplasma flavigenum. But the careful investigations of
the Commission led to the conclusion that these bodies had
no pathological significance, and that they were in no way
specially connected with yellow fever.

lite Fourtk and Final Report.
This report is divided into five parts : the first gives a

resume of the Commission’s previous work; the second deals
with the presence of various fevers among natives and
Europeans in West Africa, including yellow fever ; the third
is devoted specially to the consideration of yellow fever in
various aspects ; the fourth contains suggestions for further
research and in regard to "quarantine," the general con-
clusions at which the Commission have arrived, and also
reference to the special services of the expert investigators
and others ; while the fifth part consists of four appendixes,
including one by Dr. L. G. Chacin Itriago, giving his

experiences of yellow fever in Venezuela, and one by Dr.
Alexander Lundie, formerly of the West African Medical
Staff, relating his own personal recollections of an attack
of the disease. The work of the Commission was greatly
upset by the outbreak of war, and many researches which
had been begun had in consequence to be abandoned.
Some of the experts had to take up other work in the
service of their country, and it was found necessary to
recall members of the West African Medical Staff who had
been acting as appointed investigators under the Commission.
r or tnese ana oLner reasons tne inquiries naa to be orougnt
to a termination, leaving many of the problems under
investigation unsolved. It is, however, suggested by the
Commissioners that possibly, at a later period when condi-
tions have become more favourable, these researches may
be resumed and carried to a successful conclusion. Another
.adverse circumstance was the fact that some members of
the Commission were called upon for other service abroad.
Professor W. J. Simpson, for example, was absent on an im-
portant mission in East Africa from May, 1913, to January,
1914 ; Sir Ronald Ross was engaged in special work in Cyprus
during March and April, 1913, and was on military duty in
Egypt from July to the end of November, 1915 ; Dr. Andrew
Balfour, who was added to the Commission towards the end
of 1914, was called up for service in the Eastern Medi-
terranean in July, 1915. The services of Sir William
Leishman have not been available since the beginning of the
war. So that the joint labours of the Commission were

greatly hindered by these absences of the members.

Altogether 74 meetings were held and a considerable number
of expert witnesses placed their special knowledge at the
disposal of the Commission.

General Conolitgions of the Commission.
The following fevers other than yellow fever and malarial

fever are met with on the West Coast of Africa-viz.,
typhoid, paratyphoid, and pappataci fever; (possibly)
undulant fever and seven days fever, and possibly also

dengue in a sporadic form ; but there is no evidence of the
occurrence of widespread epidemics of any of these fevers in
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recent times. Malarial fever is the most widely diffused of
all the fevers met with in West Africa. Yellow fever is
endemic in the British and other dependencies on the
West Coast, but no sufficient evidence has been obtained of
its occurrence in the Republic of Liberia. The number
of cases diaanosed in the British dependencies as

yellow fever has not exceeded 60 in any one year
during the last six years, nor 180 in all ; but the Commission
are of opinion that many more cases have occurred.
Probably the continuous presence of the disease is main.
tained by the existence of endemic foci and areas or other-
wise rather than by its almost universal prevalence amongst
the native population. The latter is not immune from yellow
fever, although, as a rule, when attacked the natives suffer
from a milder type of the disease than Europeans. So far
the nature of the virus remains unknown. There is nothing
to show that yellow fever has been brought to West Africa
during recent years from outside Africa. Epidemics of a
disease have occurred in other parts of Africa presenting
some features of a kind similar to those met with in

yellow fever, and in these epidemics the mortality amongst
the natives appear to have been much greater than usually
now occurs when natives of the dependencies on the West
Coast art. attacked by yellow fever. A disease of uncertain
nature known to the natives by various names, one of which
is "yellow eye," prevails in certain dependencies, usually
at a distance from the coast. The knowledge of such diseases,
other than malaria, common amongst the native population,
both children and adults, inhabiting the ’’ bush " is, however,
very defective. In conclusion, the Commission feel that it is
hardly necessary to emphasise the prime importance of a
vigorous prosecution of anti-mosquito measures against all
mosquito-borne diseases. Certain special acknowledgments
of assistance by various authorities are made and the report
is signed by the five Commissioners-viz., Sir James Kingston
Fowler, Professor W. J. Simpson, Sir Ronald Ross, Sir
William B. Leishman, and Dr. Andrew Balfour; it is also
countersigned by the secretary, Mr. Alexander Fiddian,
of the Colonial Onice.

MEDICINE AND THE LAW.

He2t-stroke as an Aeeideoat , -1yper v. The Manchester
Liners, Limited.

THIS was an appeal under the Workmen’s Compensation
Act, 1906, from the decision of a county court judge in
favour of the representatives of a stoker who died in the Red
Sea from heat-stroke. In support of this award it was

argued that the decision in Ismay, Imrie, and Co. v. William-
son must govern all cases of heat-stroke and that compensa-
tion must be paid in such cases as for an accident. It was,
however, urged on behalf of the employers that the deceased
had complained for several days of the excessive heat, and
although he said that he was ill had resumed work on
the day of his death, succumbing finally in the afternoon. It
was contended that this enabled his case to be distinguished
from that of Williamson, who was suddenly and unexpectedly
overcome by the heat of the furnaces. In delivering a
reserved judgment in favour of the employers the Master of
the Rolls said that the nature of the injury seemed to have
been accurately stated in the original application as 11 heat-
stroke and exhaustion on the 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, and
6th of June, 1915, death taking place on the last-named day."
An amendment made at the hearing before the county court
judge giving as the date of the accident June 6th did not
diminish the effect of this original statement, which was fully
borne out by the evidence. His lordship was prepared to
follow the judgment in Ismay, &c., v. Williamson in similar
circumstances, but not to extend it to a case where
every element of an accident was wanting. Lord
Justice Pickford arrived at the same conclusion after

saying that he had had doubts as to whether the case of
Ismay, &c., v. Williamson, Maskery v. Lancashire Shipping
Co., and other decisions, in which the first-named had been
followed, did not apply. There was not, however, in those
cases a voluntary submission to a well-known normal cause
affecting the greater part of the crew and known by the
deceased to be likely to affect him, though he did not know
to what extent. Lord Justice Warrington gave judgment to
the same effect, and the appeal, as stated, was allowed. It


